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Today as we debate the Ryan White HIV/ 

AIDS Treatment Modernization Act of 2006 we 
must take into account one fact. The fact is 
that New York is the epicenter of the HIV/ 
AIDS epidemic, and while New York has the 
highest prevalence of HIV/AIDS in the country, 
they have made the most progress in battling 
this disease. 

Now, in a normal situation, New York would 
be rewarded with more funds to battle this epi-
demic, and be set as an example for the rest 
of the country, however under this bill they 
would not be. In fact, the opposite would 
occur. Under the current proposal, New York 
City would lose a whopping $17 million the 
first year, and New York State would lose an 
estimated total of $78 million over the course 
of the 4 years of the reauthorization. 

My district, in New York has one of the 
highest prevalence of HIV/AIDS in all of New 
York City. This bill would take precious funds 
away from individuals in my districts, as well 
as New York State, California, New Jersey, 
and Florida and other states that are on the 
front line of this fight. 

To add insult to injury, the Republican Con-
gress refuses to give this bill the due diligence 
it deserves. Instead they are debating this bill 
under Suspension of the rules, with no oppor-
tunity for Members to offer amendments and a 
short debate schedule. 

This is unacceptable for New York, this is 
unacceptable for New Jersey, this is unaccept-
able for Florida, and most importantly this is 
unacceptable for the millions of people who 
will have to suffer as a result. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
legislation. Instead let’s continue to negotiate 
so New York, New Jersey, Florida and other 
states that stand to lose millions can be 
spared. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, as the nation’s 
largest AIDS-specific care program, the Ryan 
White CARE Act plays a critical role in pro-
viding HIV/AIDS treatment and support equally 
to all U.S. citizens needing such medical care. 
Ryan White, as many of you know, was a fel-
low Hoosier and a heroic young man and this 
program that so many depend upon to stay 
health and alive is a great tribute to him. 

Currently, the federal government is funding 
wasteful and unnecessary programs that 
would otherwise be held in check if this reau-
thorization had already been law. This bill 
would require that 75 percent of CARE Act 
funds be spent on primary medical care and 
medication. This is important because in the 
past, funds were misspent on unnecessary 
and dubious programs while thousands living 
with HIV were on waiting lists for AIDS medi-
cations. 

Let me give a recent example of govern-
ment waste that would have been better spent 
treating those with HIV but without access to 
treatment. 

According to the Department of Health and 
Human Services, $405,000 in federal funds 
was provided this month to the National Minor-
ity AIDS Council for its annual U.S. Con-
ference on AIDS. Held at a beachside resort 
in Hollywood, Florida, the conference featured 
a ‘‘sizzling’’ fashion show, beach party, and 
‘‘Latin Fiesta.’’ Indirect costs are not yet avail-
able from HHS regarding the cost of sending 
67 employees from the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, 5 employees from the 
National Institutes of Health (NIH), and one 
NIH contractor. 

While such spending strikes one as strange, 
the examples don’t end there. The New York 
Times reported that New York was paying for 
dog walking and candle-lit dinners with AIDS 
funds, while other areas of the country do not 
even have sufficient funds to pay for medica-
tions for those living with HIV. Hot lunches, 
haircuts, art classes, and even tickets to 
Broadway shows were financed by federal 
funding. 

Indeed, although the federal government 
spends over $21 billion on HIV/AIDS annually, 
up to a staggering 59 percent of Americans 
with HIV are not in regular care. This 
misallocation of funds is great cause for con-
cern and should motivate Members of Con-
gress to respond by supporting the reauthor-
ization of the Ryan White CARE Act. By doing 
so, greater oversight in funding would be pro-
vided. 

The reauthorization of this act would 
prioritize medical care and treatment over less 
essential services and programs. I ask my col-
leagues to support this reauthorization. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, when Congress 
passed the Ryan White CARE Act in 1990, we 
sent hope to millions of Americans who were 
living under a death sentence that came with 
a diagnosis of HIV or AIDS. In large part be-
cause of Ryan White, outcomes have dramati-
cally improved. 

This bill fails to uphold the hopeful tradition 
of the original legislation because it creates a 
system of winner and losers in the allocation 
of federal resources. This major reauthoriza-
tion of our federal HIV/AIDS policy is also 
being considered under suspension of the 
rules, prohibiting Members from offering 
amendments to address the serious defi-
ciencies in the bill. 

Last week, I offered an amendment with 
several of my colleagues from the California, 
New York and New Jersey delegations to in-
crease the overall authorization levels in the 
bill which would helps address the needs of 
communities more recently affected by the 
epidemic. Our amendment also extended the 
hold harmless provisions of the bill by two 
years to ensure that the historic epicenters of 
the disease do not experience precipitous de-
clines in funding levels from year to year. Our 
amendment was defeated by a single vote. 

Today we can’t offer that amendment or any 
other. Instead, we’re left with a ‘‘take it or 
leave it’’ proposed that doesn’t adequately re-
spond to the real needs of people suffering 
from HIV and AIDS. 

Congress has responsibility to address the 
imminent crisis facing emerging communities, 
but we can’t abandon the infrastructure of care 
already in place. By eliminating the hold harm-
less provision after three years in order to free 
up funding for emerging communities, some 
localities will experience sharp funding de-
clines. 

The bill also doesn’t allow sufficient time for 
states to transit HIV code-based reporting sys-
tems to the more efficient names-based sys-
tem. Although California is making enormous 
strides to comply, Governor Schwarzenegger 
reports that the state will likely miss the 2009 
deadline, sustaining a loss of up to $50 mil-
lion, or 23 percent, of its total funding in 
FY2011. Such a loss has the potential to de-
rail the entire state’s HIV/AIDS care system. 

Given my serious concerns about the ability 
of this bill to preserve current infrastructure of 
care while extending assistance to areas of 

the country newly affected by the HIV/AIDS 
epidemic, and with no opportunity to address 
these concerns with amendments, I reluctantly 
oppose this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TERRY). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BARTON) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6143, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

FORT McDOWELL INDIAN COMMU-
NITY WATER RIGHTS SETTLE-
MENT REVISION ACT OF 2006 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
Senate bill (S. 2464) to revise a provi-
sion relating to a repayment obligation 
of the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation 
under the Fort McDowell Indian Com-
munity Water Rights Settlement Act 
of 1990, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. 2464 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fort 
McDowell Indian Community Water Rights 
Settlement Revision Act of 2006’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) FORT MCDOWELL WATER RIGHTS SETTLE-

MENT ACT.—The term ‘‘Fort McDowell Water 
Rights Settlement Act’’ means the Fort 
McDowell Indian Community Water Rights 
Settlement Act of 1990 (Public Law 101–628; 
104 Stat. 4480). 

(2) NATION.—The term ‘‘Nation’’ means the 
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, formerly 
known as the ‘‘Fort McDowell Indian Com-
munity’’. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 3. CANCELLATION OF REPAYMENT OBLIGA-

TION. 
(a) CANCELLATION OF OBLIGATION.—The ob-

ligation of the Nation to repay the loan 
made under section 408(e) of the Fort 
McDowell Water Rights Settlement Act (104 
Stat. 4489) is cancelled. 

(b) EFFECT OF ACT.— 
(1) RIGHTS OF NATION UNDER FORT 

MCDOWELL WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), nothing in this Act alters 
or affects any right of the Nation under the 
Fort McDowell Water Rights Settlement 
Act. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—The cancellation of the re-
payment obligation under subsection (a) 
shall be considered— 

(i) to fulfill all conditions required to 
achieve the full and final implementation of 
the Fort McDowell Water Rights Settlement 
Act; and 

(ii) to relieve the Secretary of any respon-
sibility or obligation to obtain mitigation 
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property or develop additional farm acreage 
under section 410 the Fort McDowell Water 
Rights Settlement Act (104 Stat. 4490). 

(2) ELIGIBILITY FOR SERVICES AND BENE-
FITS.—Nothing in this Act alters or affects 
the eligibility of the Nation or any member 
of the Nation for any service or benefit pro-
vided by the Federal Government to feder-
ally recognized Indian tribes or members of 
such Indian tribes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 2464, or the Fort 
McDowell Indian Community Water 
Rights Settlement Revision Act, is 
companion legislation to H.R. 5299, a 
bill I introduced on May 4 of this year. 
This legislation codifies an important 
agreement struck between the Fort 
McDowell Yavapai Indian Community 
and the Department of the Interior 
through the Bureau of Reclamation 
and will provide a financial savings to 
both parties involved. The House Re-
sources Committee held a legislative 
hearing on H.R. 5299 on July 12 of this 
year, at which time both the tribe and 
the Bureau of Reclamation expressed 
their strong support for this bill. 

This agreement represents the last 
step to full implementation of the Fort 
McDowell Indian Community Water 
Rights Settlement Act of 1990. The 1990 
Act requires the Department of the In-
terior to comply with all applicable en-
vironmental laws throughout imple-
mentation of the Act and to bear the 
cost of mitigation associated with that 
compliance. 

Subsequently, the Secretary removed 
227 acres originally included in the set-
tlement as a result of review conducted 
under the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act. The Department of the Inte-
rior acknowledges that it has not yet 
complied with its obligation to provide 
and develop adequate replacement land 
for the tribe. The Department cur-
rently estimates the cost of developing 
the 227 acres lost through the NEPA 
process at $5.6 million. 

Mr. Speaker, the agreement before us 
today provides for the cancellation of 
the Department’s obligation to supply 
the 227 replacement acres currently es-
timated at the aforementioned $5.6 
million in exchange for the tribe being 
granted loan forgiveness on a 50-year, 
no-interest loan extended to the tribe 
as part of the 1990 Act. The Congres-
sional Budget Office estimates the 
worth of this 50-year loan at $4 million. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill makes sense. It 
saves the Fort McDowell community 
money. It saves American taxpayers 
money. I urge its swift passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, S. 2464 
will allow the Fort McDowell Yavapai 
Nation and the Department of the Inte-
rior to revise their respective respon-
sibilities under the 1990 Fort McDowell 
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act in 
a mutually acceptable way. 

I want to indicate that I have been 
actually at the Fort McDowell Res-
ervation and we support this legisla-
tion and have no objection to its con-
sideration on the suspension calendar 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from 
New Jersey for visiting us in Arizona 
from time to time. I would also note 
that President Raphael Bear of the 
Fort McDowell Yavapai community 
worked very hard on this, coming to 
see me personally and giving great tes-
timony here on July 12. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional 
speakers, would urge passage of this 
legislation and yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
HAYWORTH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 2464. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1515 

RECLAMATION WASTEWATER AND 
GROUNDWATER STUDY AND FA-
CILITIES ACT AMENDMENT 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4545) to amend the Reclama-
tion Wastewater and Groundwater 
Study and Facilities Act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to partici-
pate in the Los Angeles County Water 
Supply Augmentation Demonstration 
Project, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 4545 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF LOS ANGELES 

COUNTY WATER SUPPLY AUG-
MENTATION DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities 
Act (Public Law 102–575, title XVI; 43 U.S.C. 
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 16ll. LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATER SUP-

PLY AUGMENTATION DEMONSTRA-
TION PROJECT. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, in cooperation with the Los Angeles 

and San Gabriel Rivers Watershed Council, is 
authorized to participate in the planning, de-
sign, construction, and assessment of a 
neighborhood demonstration project to— 

‘‘(1) demonstrate the potential for infiltra-
tion of stormwater runoff to recharge 
groundwater by retrofitting one or more 
sites in the Los Angeles area with features 
designed to reflect state-of-the-art best man-
agement practices for water conservation, 
pollution reduction and treatment, and habi-
tat restoration; and 

‘‘(2) through predevelopment and 
postdevelopment monitoring, assess— 

‘‘(A) the potential new water supply yield 
based on increased infiltration; and 

‘‘(B) the value of the new water. 
‘‘(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of 

the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the 
total cost of the project. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—No Federal funds shall be 
used for the operation and maintenance of 
the project described in subsection (a). For 
purposes of this subsection, pre- and post-de-
velopment monitoring for not more than 2 
years before and after project installation 
for project assessment purposes shall not be 
considered operation and maintenance. 

‘‘(d) SUNSET OF AUTHORITY.—- The author-
ity of the Secretary to carry out any provi-
sions of this section shall terminate 10 years 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections in section 2 of Public Law 102–575 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 16ll the following: 
‘‘Sec. 16ll. Los Angeles County Water Sup-

ply Augmentation Demonstra-
tion Project’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

H.R. 4545 authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior, in cooperation with the 
Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers 
Watershed Council, to participate in 
the design, planning, and construction 
of a water recharge demonstration 
project in Southern California. To 
meet the needs of future population 
growth in this arid region, capturing 
stormwater runoff and recharging 
groundwater could substantially in-
crease local water supplies. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALLONE. We strongly support 
H.R. 4545, championed by our colleague 
from Lakewood, California (Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ). This authorization will 
authorize Federal financial assistance 
for a unique water reuse and conserva-
tion project in the Los Angeles area. 
The project will demonstrate that 
small-scale neighborhood projects can 
be built to increase local water sup-
plies and reduce urban water pollution. 
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